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Model/framework Characteristics Strengths Limitations
Calkins and Weatherbe 
(1995)
Taxonomy based on 
characteristics of 
organisation, data, 
exchange process, and 
constraints/impediments
Framework recognises 
organisational issues and 
nature of exchange
Limited with respect to 
motivations, policy, and 
capacity of organisations
Kevany (1995) Factor- and measure-based 
model
Very comprehensive list 
of factors that can be 
rated based on existing 
exchanges
Based on personal 
experience and not 
supported by theoretical 
foundations
Obermeyer and Pinto 
(1994), Pinto and Onsrud 
(1995)
Conceptual model based 
on antecedents and 
consequences
Based on exchange and 
organisational theory; basis 
for further research
Mainly conceptual and has 
limited depth or justification 
of factors
Azad and Wiggins (1995) Typology based on IOR and 
dynamics
Attempts to classify 
organisation dynamics and 
behaviour (Oliver 1990)
Lack of justification for 
the initial premise that 
data sharing leads to the 
loss of autonomy and 
independence and lack of 
empirical evidence
Nedović-Budić and Pinto 
(1999)
Based on the theoretical 
constructs of context, 
motivation, mechanisms, 
and outcomes
Broad theoretical basis 
supported by quantitative 
validation in later studies
May not predict potential 
willingness to share data
Wehn de Montalvo (2003) Based on theory of planned 
behaviour
Strong theoretical basis that 
is strengthened by a mixed-
method approach
Model is predictive (by 
design) and may not be 
directly applicable to 
the analysis of existing 
initiatives
Table 1. Data sharing models.











































































































































Use Of the mIxeD-
methOD apprOach tO 
assess Data sharIng 
partnershIps In 
aUstralIa
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Figure 1. Mixed-method research design.
































































































































































































































  Goal setting
  Negotiation
  Agreements
A clear common goal for 
the project. Well-managed 
process of negotiation and 
development of policy and 
institutional structures.
Business case for the 
project was limited. 
Goals unclear, and policy 
framework worked against 
data-sharing agreements.
High-level strategy and clear 
overall goals. Policy and 
negotiation strategy well-








Project management has 
been good since inception, 
maintenance infrastructure 
developed progressively, 
some resource limitations. 
Communication with 
stakeholders and partners 
has been positive.
Poor institutional 
arrangements led to 
resource limitations and 
poor project support. 
Culture of interjurisdictional 
sharing emerging only 
now. Confused channels 
of communication due to 
dispersed organisational 
structure.
LIST started with strong 
overall leadership and project 
support. Project generally 
had strong resources and 
was technology focused. 
Issues of local government 
communication and data 
maintenance now starting to 
emerge.
Governance
  Governance structures
  Reporting 
  Performance management
Early project efforts focused 
on negotiation and data 
exchange. Performance 
management now part of 
the process. Improved 
governance arrangements 
emerging.
There appears to have 
been little performance 
management or reporting. 
No governance structure in 
place which includes the 
key stakeholders.
Initial governance and 
reporting structures were 
appropriate, but as project 
matures new governance 
models are required.
Table 2. Qualitative assessments of the performance of state partnerships.

































Figure 2. Levels of satisfaction 
reported by local governments 
(Likert scale).






















Figure 3. Method triangulation model.
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